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TORCZON, Adninistrative Patent Judge.

DECI SI ON ON APPEAL
BACKGROUND

This is an appeal under 35 U.S.C. §8 134 fromthe final
rejection of clains 1-3 and 8, the only pending clainms. W
reverse

The subject matter of the invention is a system and
met hod for simultaneous high-resolution display for nmultiple
virtual applications. Caim8 is representative of the clains

on appeal, which stand or fall together (enphasis added):

! Attorney docket no. BC9-93-008.
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8. A net hod for sinultaneous high resol ution
display within nmultiple applications in a data
processi ng system having a processor, a nenory
coupl ed to said processor, a display device coupled
to said nenory and said processor and a display
adapter coupled to said display device and said
processor which includes a physical video buffer
said nethod conprising the steps of:

providing a |logical video buffer within said
menory, said |ogical video buffer including a bank
managenent function for receiving a nmultibank high
resol ution graphic display output which includes
bot h bank and video data fromone of a plurality of
applications wthin said data processing system

detecting an attenpt by said one of said
plurality of applications within said data
processing systemto output a nmultibank high
resolution graphic display to said physical video
buffer within said display adapter;

witing said nultibank high resolution graphic
di splay output fromsaid one of said plurality of
applications within said data processing systemto
said | ogical video buffer; and

subsequently witing said |ogical video buffer
to said physical video buffer in response to a
transition of said one of said plurality of
applications froma background task to a foreground
t ask.
The exam ner rejected all of the clains under 35 U. S. C.
8 103 in view of the foll ow ng references:

Schunmacher 4,567, 515 28 Jan. 1986
Agar wal 4,688, 167 18 Aug. 1987

Agarwal discl oses the clained hardware and the buffers

for handling multiple application displays as virtual displays
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in menory. The exam ner concedes, however, that Agarwal does
not teach the nultibanking limtation of the clains.
According to the exam ner, Schumacher teaches nulti bank
hi gh resol ution displays, apparently with reference to bit
pl anes DO and Dl1. (Paper 14 at 4.)
DI SCUSSI ON
The rejection falters on the grounds of claim
interpretation. Appellants argue that their clains are
governed by 35 U S.C. 8 112[6]. The exam ner responds that
t he specification does not nmention a nultibank high
resol ution [display] including both multiple banks
and rmultiple planes as Appellant[s] argu[e]. One of
ordinary skill in the art can interpret[] the term
"bank" as a location for storing information, not
necessarily including nmultiple banks and nmultiple
pl anes.

(Paper 14 at 6.) Even if this were true, it would be the

basis for an indefiniteness rejection, In re Dossel, 115 F.3d

942, 946, 42 USPQd 1881, 1885 (Fed. Cir. 1997), which should
not be confused with an obvi ousness rejection. |ndefiniteness

is not alicense toignore alimtation. 1n re WIson,

424 F.2d 1382, 1385, 165 USPQ 494, 496 (CCPA 1970). In any
case, the specification states,

that high resolution graphics displays require
mul ti pl e banks of nenory to be utilized and it is an
i nportant feature of the present invention that a

| ogi cal video buffer is provided which includes
mul ti bank managenent capability.
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(Paper 1 at 15.) Appellants provided credible evidence that
bank managenent and nul tipl e banks woul d have specific
meani ngs to those skilled in the art. (Paper 7 attachnent:

Richard F. Ferraro, Programmer's Guide to the EGA and VGA

Cards 653-656 (2d ed.)2)

The exam ner's conbi nation of references does not suggest
Appel l ants' method of nultibanking with a |ogical buffer.
Unfortunately, neither the exam ner nor Appellants expl ored
the range of equivalents to the disclosed structures and acts
corresponding to the neans and steps in the clains. The
record al so contains no anal ysis about the level of skill in
the art, the practice of providing |ogical buffers to expand
avai |l abl e nenory, or how one skilled in the art m ght
inplemrent a logically buffered nultibanking function.
Consequently, we have no basis for affirm ng the exam ner's

rejection of the appeal ed cl ai ns.

2 Al though no date is listed, the exam ner has not
objected to this evidence and the subject matter suggests that
it is at |east contenporaneous with, if not earlier than,
Appel lants' filing date.
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DECI SI ON
On the basis of the record before us, the rejection of

clainse 1-3 and 8 is reversed.

REVERSED

JAMVES D. THOVAS
Adm ni strative Patent Judge

BOARD OF PATENT

JAVESON LEE APPEALS
Adm ni strative Patent Judge AND
| NTERFERENCES

Rl CHARD TORCZON
Adm ni strative Patent Judge
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